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REMARKS 

Claims 1,4*9, oiui 1 1-13 were considered and rejected in Final Office Action dated June 21, 
2005 US being obvious ovc^r cited prior arl. ' An amendment (Anicndmcnl B) was filed in response lo 
the Final Office Action, However, Amendment B was not entered, as indicated in the Advisory 
Action dated October 2 1 , 2005. Amendment C is now being filed for considcriition with an RCii, 

By this pnpcr, rlairns 1 and 9 have been amended and new claims 15-16 have been added, 
sucli thai claims 1, 4-9, and 11-16 remain ponding. Claims 1 , 9 and 12 arc the only independent 

. oUiinvi at issnc. 

I . ' ' 

As redcctcd iti the claims; listing above, the claims arc generally directed to embodiments in 
' which infonnntion stoivd at an informaiion server is accessed and made retrievable using the 
Inlcrncl, wherein Ihc location of the infonnation is specified by address datii stored at an address 
server whicli is connciUcil to the [ntcniet, and wherein the address data is associated with an 
' idciUi Tier in ihc iuldress ser\'cr. The method recited in claim 1 , for example, includes transmitting an 
: identifier in a mcssiJKC froni the address server to a mobile station using a short message based 
' sew ice. 7'he mobile stalion rclricvcs the idtsntificr from the message and uses it as an argument to u 
[ ' URl. designating the address server. The addi-css server then provides the infonnation to the niobilc 
station after receiving the information from an information server, and wherein the address sci-vcr 
access the infonnation through the infonnulion server by using the address data that the address 
server associates with the identifier that was received as an argument to the URL designating the 
; oddress seiTcr. 

1 he embodiment recited in claim 9 generally corresponds to the method recited in claim 1 , 
\ except that claim 9 is a seiner system typo claim that corresponds to the address server recited in 
clai m 1 . The only other independent claim at issue, claim 1 2, is a device type claim corresponding lo 
I Iho molnle station recited in claim 1 . 

• Tn llic Innal Office Action, the claims were rejected in view of a combination of Tso and 



: I ThcOrriv-cAclio!ui;jcctcJ claims 1, 4-9, and 1 1-13 under 35 USC § 1 03(a) as bt.'ingunpotcjiiable over U.S. 

I ■ PalciitNo. 6,(HV,j^27 inTsoelul in view of U.S. Patent Applical ion No. 2001/0032254 by Ha wlc ins. 

' '/ 2 Tbc5 nnu>jitltncnis niaiic lo'lhc iiulcpividcnl daiiiu and the new claims arc sui^porlcd by the disclosturc in llic 

• fipL'oirication, iacluttiiit;;. hit noi limiicd to the di.scIo"5urc found on pages 9, 1 1 and 12. 
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Hawkins. This combination orrcfcrences was required because it was acknowledged ihil " Tso docs 
not explicitly disclose using the idciilificr as an argument to Ihc URL when accessing the address 
server. Tso also does not explicitly discloso using said address data associated with the identifier at 
said address server to M^esH said in fornialion server over the internet. . as generally claimed, (sec 
Paize 3 of Ihc Onicc Action). 

To cntnnonsarc for llic failintrs of Tso. Ihc OfTice Action relics on Hawkins. However, for at 
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